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Janet Nichols

5252 Bailey’'s Center Dr. ¥111
Kentwood, MI 43512

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 {2th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweil:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring alil
new homes be built with 2z peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Janet Nichols




Anud Cupta
317 W Broad Street, Apt B03
Fhiladelphia, PA 19107

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasitian ta the
Department of JYustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look thraough,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Anuij Gupta
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Beatrice (reenwald

21107 80th Avenue West
Edmonds, WA 38026

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct syrveillance. The FBI is gning far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Beatrice Greenwald
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Rachel Hayward

1424 Noyes St.
Evanston, IL 60201

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephaone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent aof the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
TJustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rachel Hayward
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joanne cichon

6256 chasewood dr
jupiter, f1 33458

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Poweld
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hames bhe built with a peephole for lTaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring & master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

joanne cichaon
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John Kngnre”

23829 Mi1l1 Rd
Ceorgetown, Illinois 6184§

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing ta express my appasiticn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the fBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoar access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppaose the danderous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have builtt=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Kilgore
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Ric Ritchison

955 N. Arlington Ave.
Indianapolis, IN 46219

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powel]l
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensiwve deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal c¢ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor 4access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have bBuilt-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ric & Debbie Ritchisan
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David Ludwig

3185 Monroe St
Carlsbad, ca 3200G8

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivatent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppertunity For hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David J Ludwig
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Dawn Umek
36 Leonard street
jersey city , nj 07307

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
tequired to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies tao allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very c¢oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very resal potential For hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yeur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dawn Umek
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Donald McNamara

10 Lenape Rd.
Flemington, NI 08822

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Caommissign
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companjes and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal c¢ommunicatiens, the
govarnment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
chly created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugqgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Donald McNamara
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Angela Graham

5038 California Ave SW #4
Seattle, WA 38136

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Here we go again! What 1s wrong with Ashcroft and this administration? Wwhy
are they not fighting for our liberty and freedom, instead of repressing it,
here at home?

There is a legisiative process to alter the existing rules of informatian
gathering; it is wrang for the current administration to try and get around
this necessary halance of power that protects the PEOPLE of the, of my, United
States of America. There are already Jaws requlating the collectian of this
very personal source of communication. Instead of creating more, let Ashcroft,
his office and the FBI review the existing laws so they can see that they have
plenty, if not too much, access to this very personal information already.

Please, do not be intimidated and bullied by this unjust administration one
more moment. Stand up for what is right for the PEOPLE of the United States of
Americal! We elected you to represent us, look out for our best interests and
to protect us, from both outside forces, such as terrorists, and inside forces,
such as rogue government officials. Please, do your job!

I dao not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is gqoing Ffar beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves  or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Angela L. Graham
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James Holobaugh

2639 S National
Springfield, MO B5B804

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Ccmmissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FcC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1fke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Byen rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have buyilt-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James Holobaugh
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cary Nichoison

19722 Ash Crest Loop NE
Poulsbo, WA 58370

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel}
Federal Cammunications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that hy requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cary Nicholson
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Robert Shultz Shultz
529 Sanchez
San Francisco, CA 94114

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 205594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for lTaw enforcement to look thraugh.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the lTegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents ta access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technotogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yaour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert Shultz
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Joy Weber

13580 N. 92nd P1.
Scottsdale, AZ 65260

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman #Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gaovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I undsrstand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticen technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this mattker.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joy Weber
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Cathertne Powell
1005 Market Street #414
San Francisco, CA 94103

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Paowell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through. It
seems to me to take the US one step c¢loser to becoming a police state,

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces lTike e—mail, The FBI s aggressive and ewpansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rague government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Départment of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sinceraly,

Catherine Powel?
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Samantha wal

115 S. 32nd Street
Boulder, CO B0303

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatiens, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Samantha Wall
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Brenda Exline

482 W San Ignacio
Green Valley, AZ 85614

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Poewell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A4s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communicatiaon services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llengstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole Far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dahgerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Brenda Exline
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Martin: Davis
835 tast Hyman Ave., apt G
Aspen, CO 81611

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a conc<erned individual, I am writing ta express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have bhuilt—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Martin Davis
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Sally Stankovsky

3447 N, Newhall St
MiTwaukee, WI 53211

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves aor
Even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sally Stankowvsky
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internst telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent aof the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gqovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I Taok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

CAROL ZORN
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communicatian services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internst telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the goverpment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to loek through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources l1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
gfforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Marshail E. Deutsch
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govermment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a mastar key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.,

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Leslie Montgomery
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 209594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding Taws already
require Internet Servic<e Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to laok through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jim Shaowalter
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be buitt with z peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources l1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mark Hull-Richter




